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] . 1. ABMARSH/l was contacted in 1955 in Germany to develop Redskin leads. He is 

a former business manager of the Latvian paper LATVI JA , SUBJECT lives at 
Augustforf bei Detmold, Westfalen, Germany, Wohnlager B 1, 9. 

2. in the past SUBJECT has been in contact with CL Uand CT 

(“ ^j±s a former RIS agent sent out from Latvia. This individual (female) 
was debriefed by SUBJECT in November 1958. CL ill stated that her RIS affilia- 
tion describes SUBJECT as a "spyrnaster." (See Att. "A") 

3. C— _U, husband of CZ ZH , admitted that he also was RIS con- 
trolled. He directly admitted to his wife's long time association with the 
RIS. (See Att. "B") 

li. SUBJECT played an active role in the repatriation of AEMAR8H/^,)to 
Latvia from West Germany in 1956. The latter was instructed by the SUBJECT 
just prior to his turnover to Soviet authorities at the East German border. 

5. SUBJECT has figured prominently in the recruitment of many unpaid 
mail drops in West Germany who are unwitting of AIS involvement. 



a. AEVAIN<^ Pinneberg, Goerdelerstrasse 1 5/^E£ Hamburg, Germany. 
Formerly, 2hb, Pinneberg b. Hamburg, Eggerstedters trass e 10 - 310 , Germany. 

This letter drip is used by AEMARSK(^ ) 

b 0 AEVAIN/O 21b Lippstadt, Westfalen, Stirperstrasse 28, Germany. 

Co AEVARN/lU: Ludwigsburg, Elbestrasse 35, Germany. This letter drop 
is used by S3 

d . 

d. AEVAIN.O s Hamburg, Daimlerstrasse L|l|/c-5. This letter drop is 
used by d zj • 

e« AEVAIN/J): Muenster, Westfalen, Ferdinandstrasse 2, Germany. 

f. AEVAIN/ 3: It is not clear from 201-09^033 whether this individual 
is an AEMPRSH Recruit. 



g. AEVAlN/2l[ t 



Kaiserslautern, 



Pirmasenser,S,trasse 7U/i, Germany. 



a. CL 
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if the RIS knowns something of the 
the security aspect of his letter drops 



SUBJECT'S activities, it possible that 
is in jeopardy. A prolonged RIS, 
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analysis of SUBJECT'S personal contacts combined with Soviet screening of 
letters to West Germany may have uncovered some of these drops. Some sort of 
q machine recordafeystem which can determine the frequency of letters to a 
given address over a period of time might arouse HIS Siigpicions. Not possessing 
the competence to judge whether the RIS tyould have this capacity I state this 
as a matter of pure conjecture. d_ could pass judgment on the 

matter of mail drops being uncovered bjK such a method as I have attempted to 
describe. 



6. SUBJECT has furnished mail to £2 _I7 who has mailed SW to 

AEMARSH^) at the following address: Woldemar Eridrichson, Riga, Station Imanta, 
12 Linie No. 7, Apt. 1. This individual is a former Latvian arny officer, age 
65, from Jelgava. 



7. SUBJECT is a close friend of Vilia HAZNERS who presently lives in 
New York. HAZNERS who has never been defriefed by this office figures prominently 
in all AEMARSH correspondence. This individual may know surprisingly much 
information rtfas ± about our entire AEMARSH net« 







Since August 1959 SUBJECT ha§ not been actively employed by reason of 
hospitalization for IB. Termination is in progress. 
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f. Agent performance *. * 

in Project AEMARSH renewal request 

(1) In addition what Frankfurt Operations Base has stated^with regawd to 

AEMARSH/ 1 1 s performance, we would like to add -the fcilisDCXKg xs&XKXXMrafc more 



information concerning AEMARSH/l 1 8 security*.* The following information is 
fcism from ^EGFA 24291, dated 20 Nonember 195$ and from EGFA 2455^* 
dated 24 November 1958 respectively 4 




(a) M 5* Security . We note that in previous progress repott we failed to 

mention sin incident affecting AEMARSH/l which has security implications* 

It is now brought to your attention for whatever it is worth* AEMARSH/l 
was summoned to appear before the Frankfurt section of the German Political 
Police and was questioned regarding his intelligence activities and his 
contact with £1 U>. The purpose of this inquiry was to determine 

whether AEMARSH/l 1 s activity was on the behalf of an Eastern or Western 
intelligence service* AEMARSH/l revealed no contacts and denied any 
official intelligence KBXHSxtxsra service connection; however, it became 
necessary to notify them via local liaison channels that he was in fact 
connected with an unspecified American intelligence service* This appeared 
to fullj? MfcxxfxBBt satisfy them and they marked the case closed and 
apparently lost further interest* We naturally briefed AEMARSH/l to 
exercise maximum caution and his further contacts were sharplyn reduced 
and strictly controlled. 11 



(b) 11 1* On 10 November 1958 visited AEMARSH/l at his home* She was 

accompanied by her husband (,£1 2U ) • She reported she had returned 

from a two month visit to Latvia a few days previously* AEMARSH/l expressed 
general interest and engaged the pair in conversation* It was soon apparent 
that . d s xKaxuHwxttxngxafxthBxfani; husband was unwitting of the fact 

that Subject and AEMARSH/l had had any previous special understanding* 

C -3 utilized a moment, during which her husband was absent from the jr 
room, to inform AEMARSH/l that she had something ofimportance to relate 
without her husband *s knowledge and requested a private meeting with the 
undersigned* This was discreetly arranged with a cover story to explain jcks 
her whereabouts to her husband and Subject appeared alone for an interview 
with A t AEMARSH/l 1 s apartment on 11 November* 

2* C appeared quite cordial and seemed genuinely i ^laaxxsii pleased 

to renew the acquaintance. When asked in a general way how Subject had fared 
during her recent visit, she replied that AEMARSH/l had indeed been correct; 
she had been contacted by the RIS during her stay in Riga ( according to 
warnings to this effect given t her by AEMARSH/l , as requested in DIR 55918 )• 
She stated that about the middle of September, two weeks after her arrival 
in Riga, she had been summoned to an address which proved to be an RIS safe- 
house in Rigax whereupon she had been questioned as to whether she had ever 
had any contact with AEMARSH/l/ Subject replied in the negative stating that 
she could not recall any such contact. She was requestioned on this point 
and was finally told, 11 You once wrote to your husband that you had met such 
a man." It was then that she did recall that she had mentioned AEMARSH/l^ 
name in a letter to her husband. This was immediately after AEMARSH/l *s 
initial contact with Subject at which time there was no intimation of any 
gMxxbxiix possible operational interest* Subject reported that she had stated 
this was the only time she had been contacted and said she did not exactly reca 
the name , however, this contact fcad been in some connection with an interview 
with AEMARSH/ 1, who was a representative of the German Red Cross* She was 
further questioned whether it was not in fact the Latvian Red Crmss which 
he represented rather than the German Red Cross,, but Subject replied she was 
fairly sure it was German since the interview had been conducted in that 
language. She was then told that AEMARSH/l was a 11 spy mast er 11 and she expressed 
astonoshment stating she certainly hoped she had not revealed anything 
inadvisable during the interview with AEMARSH/l which had consicted of 
general questions on present living conditions in Latvia. Subject is convinced 
she had carried off this bit of play acting successfully* 11 

Due to 3 story , we must assume that R-IS has learned about some of the 

activities that AEMARSH/l has performed while worki/ng for the Frankfurt Ope rations 

base. We* will, therefore instruct the field to limit AEMARSH/l 1 s contacts and 

sensitive operations, in order to protect other clean assets. Due to security 

factors involved AEMARSH/l has kEBHxwth changed his residence and has bean withdraw 
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1 . On 10 November 1 58 Subject visited AEMARSH 1 at his home.. She was ac- 
companied by her^jiusband. She reported she had returned from a two month 
-vlsi t^oTStvia* a few days previously. AEMARSH 1 expressed general interest 
and engaged the pair in conversation? It was soon apparent that Subject’s 
husband was unwitting of the fact that Subject and AEMARSH 1 had had any pre- 
vious specie! understanding. Subject utilised a moment# during which her hus- 
band was absent from the room, to inform AEMARSH 1 that she had something of 
importance to relate without her husband’d knowledge, and requested a private 
meeting with the undersigned. This was discreetly arranged with a e- ver slimy 
to explain her whereabouts to her husband and Subject appeared alone for an 
interview witty* (at AEMARSH I’s apartment on H November. 



2 . Subject appeared quite cordial and seemed genuinely pleased to 
th';; acquaintance . When asked In a very general way how Subject had f 
during her recent visit, she replied that AEMARSH 1 had indeed been « 
sha? h ad been contacted by the RIS during, her stay in Riga (according 
warnings to this effect given her by AEMARSH 1 . as requested in DDR "1 
Shi> stated that about the. middle .of September# two weeks after her at 
In Riga, she had been, summoned to an address which proved to be an R1 
house in Riga, whereupon she bad been questioned as to whether she in: 
haci an;' contact with AEMARSH 1 . Subject replied in the negative shat 
shff could not recall any such contact. She was requestioned on this 
ancl was finally tcld, ’’You once wrote your husband that you had met i; 
asati.” It was then that she did recall that sha had mentioned AEMARSH 
name in a latter to her husband. This was immediately after AEMARSH 
. tlftl contact with Subject at which time there was no intimation of ar 
/* hl« operational interest. Subject reported that she had stated this 
on]y tiiite she had been contacted end said that she did not exactly ri 
nan 5. however, this contact had been in some connection with an intej 
with AEMARSH 1. who was a representative of the German Red Cross. Si 
further questioned whether it was not in fact the Latvian Rod Cross *. 
rep-'-esented rather than the German Red Cross, but Subject replied ah? 
fairly sure it was German since the interview had been conducted in 1. 
gunge. She was then fold that AEMARSH 1 was a ;> 8 py master’* and she t 
astonishment stating she certainly hoped she had not revealed anythin 
visible during the interview with AEMARSH 1 which bad consisted of gt. 
questions on present living conditions in Latvia. Subject is convinc 
had carried off this, bit of play acting successful ly. 
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She was also questioned as to whether she had had any contact 
of S3!? A 2'i?99> 16 May '958. and she denied all recollection of 
"ue.a person* she was. however, onljr lightly questioned in wga; 
jn . 



4. She wua ir.hen questioned whether she knew or had had any contact' with &n 
Pnu 7EGMER. She denied having any knowledge of such a person, howeve r.hv 
••as repeatedly qusristioned as to whether she had ever seen or heart, of it ah a 
rmn- H& was desribed as an ex-colonel in the Latvian Army, who m& j»: mstly 
icc-i.'.ted in Kaiserslautern and who allegedly was engaged in the recrui rnfe 
and dispatch of REDSOX agents to Latvia on behalf of an American perv cr . 

Cub ’set was even shorn a photograph of this person. Subject, who had indeed 
nov- r seen such an individual, described him in the photograph as hex g about 
35 years old, bare-headed, with dark hair and black horn-rimmed glass, .'s. 
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5. This theme was then dropped and Subject was asked hot-,' she woulr like 
to accept an intelligence assignment against the West. Subject repl: id sar- 
castically "What can I do for the RIS — blow up bridges, steal plat*. or 
organize Communist parties?" She stated that the first two assignmer -s would 
be beyond her capabilities and the latter assignment would be redicuJ un since 
she does not subscribe to the Communist Ideology . Subject was then ? minded 
that she was in Latvia attempting to secure the repatriation of her i .srand 
to Germany and if she hoped to accomplish this, it would be advisable f her 
to cooperate. She was told her assignment would be very simple, i.e re- 

port on leading Latvian emigre figures and attempt to cultivate thsti. ter 
a suitable period of hesitation and display of reluctance Subject, to 

accept the assignment. She was given a form to fill out in which iio ; . lain 

cover name, BERZINA was assigned to her. She was further made to £.:■ 1 . n 
agreement stating she was accepting an assignment from the RIS. using tb i.s 
cover name. 



6. Subject reported the above freely, without hesitation or ps 
and did not appear to.be con ce aling a n y detail s _joh her relationship v. 
RIS. wEeiTaslced~whe^ hatr'bgen issued her. 

replied that she had not been Issued any form of code or S/W but she 
repo rt by overt text mall to the following address: Irma Lambert e. I 

Altonavas Xela 27 DZ 7. Riga . This is the name and address of her hi. 
former landlady. The RIS stated they would intercept all mail addrei 
the above fashion. Should Subject desire to write a genuine persona) 
she should use the first name initial only, i.e., I. Lambert e, inste? 
Inna Lamberte. She was told to attempt to become friendly with leadi 
Latvian emigres and if at all possible, to seek employment in any mir; 
acity with a Western intelligence service. Should Subject succeed ix 
the abov© she was to mention the word "Galva" (head) in the overt t ex 
letter to indicate this fact. Subject was told that it was likely sfc 
come under surveillance or undergo interrogation by Western security 
zafcions. In such an event, she was to indicate this fact by includir 
overt text, "Ar vim nesadzivo" (I do not get along good (well) with 
band) . No arrangeiaents were made for Subject to be contacted or met 
West. A meeting site was established at the statue oi the Crying Wo:; 
the Treptova Cemetery in East Berlin. Should Subject desire to meet 
Officer, she is to mention in the overt text of hex letter the price, 
Deutschmarks , of some article, i.e. • "I have purchn sed a hat for IM t 
The digit mentioned would then be multiplied by three (3) and . in ihf. 
would then denote a meeting set for the 12th of tho month following t 
which her letter was dated. She wa s then to arrive; n Berlin and lei 
number 50 20 35 in East Berlin identifying herself ns "Vtllija" . Shi 
that someone would expect her call at this number for three days b-rgi 
with the date of the scheduled meeting. As soon as this number had b 
if on the scheduled date of the meeting, the Case Officer would wait 
site at 1200 hours. If she called the above number on the second ao 
meeting time would be 0900, and if on the third day, the meeting Jr: 
1500. The Case Officer would be one of the four who handled Subjeoi. 
stay in Riga. Subject could only describe thorn as Janis 11,11, Alberta 
Karri Js LNU. all Latvian, and one Fnu UJU, a Russian. 
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7. Subject further reported she had had some ten to twelve mee Jr r: 
ious safehouse^ during her stay in Riga. She recalls one of the , di: 
Sarkanarmijas lela 24 DZ.47 and another one as Lacplesa Iela. 



8. There were no arrangements made to pay Subject while she war. 

She was, however, given one payment of 100 Rubles on one occasion ftr 
and on another occasion payment was given her of 1500 Rubles as "Ve fcu 
payment" . (During this visit Subject received a Propusk stating ,b?< 
officially rehabilitated. See attachment.) Subject was told by the 
they understood that she would not work for money but they felt t'mi 
given her word, she would abide by it and fulfill her assignment. 

9- Subject reported she had been given the red carpet treatmer* bu 
visit, having been taken to fairly expensive restaurants several %1 t 
had an all expense one week tour to the Ukrainski Hotel in Moscow fo 
her husband. Her Case Officers had seemed to her to be completely su 
with her bonafides and her Intentions of carrying out her assignment. 
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10. Subject furf-h^y reported that she knew her husband }iad al3o bao n ap- 
proached by the R1S and tod agreed to accept art alignmen t! Subject reported 
that after" several Meetings, with the RIS # of which her husband was unaware# 
he had returned home one evening in great agitation and related to her that 
he had been mat by a sedan with two RIS officials on his way home from work» 
had been taken to a safehouse • and had been urged to accept an ant in, e si as- 
signment on threat of not being permitted, to leave Latvia . Subject taied , 
she had urged her husband to pretend to accept the assignment on his next 
meeting with the RIS. On about three occasions both Subject end her husband 
were interviewed by the RIS at the same time. Subject stated she wa*-. present 
at the time her husband was told to sign the form assigning him his cover 
name# however, she was unable to see what it was and he has not, as yo t# dtj- 
“vulged it to her. Subject is unaware of any meeting arrangements that# her 
husband might have been given and believes that none such were issuer him. 

Her husband was given an unknown name and address to which to virite \;o tn 
Pardaisgava Subject reported that two days before their departure from Riga 
she and her husband were taken by the RIS in a sedan to the above address 
and her husband was introduced to this individual while she remained in the 
car. Subject says her husband was strong! y advised against visiting Berlin 
since the RIS believed this would cause him to come tinder particular scrutiny 
by Western security organisations. They were told to both re-visit Latvia 
.during the summer of 1959# however. Subject replied that such a move would 
create undue suspicion and it was finally agreed that they would both at- 
tempt to re-visit Latvia during the summer of I960. 



11. Subject reiterated her determination not to cawry out any assignments 
on behalf of the Soviets to any degree. She further stated she was absolute- 



ly convinced that he;?* husband would not carry out. any such assignment 
She stated, however, that her husband at the present, time is terrific 
the prospect of anyone discovering that, he had agreed to accept an Pa 
mend.. He has spent most of his adult life in Siberia with it’s at ten 
ror systems and. police methods and feels that if his "recruitment" wo 
come known, in the West Ms true motives would not be believed ana he 1 
either be forcibly returnee, or imprisoned. 
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IS. Subject stated her husband is completely unaware of her previcu? con- 
tacts with KUBARK nor Is he aware of the present above described meeting. 



I 1 3- ^ Subject reported that of the four prospects we had had in mind ..or re- 
! cruitnent bv her. one had died, however, she had had contact with the otter 
! three. Subject stated that of thect- three she did not consider them 0.3 good 
I prospects for recruitment by us any longer. 0 .x; of them had returned from 
I Siberia two months previously and is broker in spirit. A second one 1 :; eligi- 
I bility tor repatriation to Germany is being considered and he is presently 
f 'under surveillance# and the thi rd one has been rehabilitated, is receiving an 
o fficers' 1 pensio n, and is too comfortably situated financially to makt good 
agent material , "" 



14. Subject’s spontaneous revelations and behaviour to date are not. sure 
prising to us. Prom the beginning of this case w® carefully considered -the 
possibility of Subject's being recruited by the RIS. Any tourist* wh thsT* 
clean or not, could bo e. target of the RIS. It was felt, however, that if 
Subject's bom fides could, be established before bar departure, her subse- 
quent recruitment by the RIS, if any, could bo ascertained through LCPilfi TER 
and interrogation upon her return. On the surface, therefore, we felt that 
we had control over Subject from the very beginning because her LCFLUTTER 
and assessment, convinced, us of hea° bona fides and her sincere desire to help 
in the attainment of our objectives. 
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i5« Wa plan to debrief Subject and her husband for positive and operational 
Intelligence. We also intend to give Subject and her husband CE interroga- 
tions and LCPUJTTER examinations in order to verify the above narrative and 
atter.pt to determine whether this pair is really sincere in their intentions 
not to cooperate with the RXS. Although at the present time we see little 
advantage to be gained in a double agent case, the future exploitation if 
any. would best be determined after the completion of the above-mentioned 
interrogations . 
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